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 Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Patent Owner Polaris PowerLED 

Technologies, LLC (“Patent Owner”), objects under the Federal Rules of Evidence 

(“F.R.E.”) to the admissibility of Exhibits 1015, 1017, and 1018, which Petitioner 

filed with its Reply. 

 Patent Owner timely objects under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1) within five 

business days of service of evidence to which the objection is directed.  

I. EXHIBIT 1015 – KATTAMIS SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION 

Patent Owner objects to Exhibit 1015 to the extent Patent Owner relies on 

Exhibits 1009, 1010, 1011, and 1012 for the reasons as provided in Patent Owner’s 

objections filed October 30, 2023 (Paper 14), and/or because Exhibits 1009, 1010, 

1011, and 1012 are not qualified to be the basis for an expert opinion under F.R.E. 

703. Therefore, these portions of Exhibit 1015 are inadmissible under F.R.E. 702 

and F.R.E. 703. 

Patent Owner also objects to Exhibit 1015, including at least ¶¶ 44–45, 58, 

66, and 93–432, as improper expert testimony under F.R.E. 702 and 703. Mr. 

Kattamis is not qualified as an expert by knowledge, skill, experience, training, or 

education in the subject matter of the ’521 patent, does not have ordinary skill in 

the art of the ’521 patent, and there has not been an adequate showing that Mr. 

Kattamis’s testimony is based on sufficient facts or data, is the product of reliable 
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principles or methods, or that the testimony will help the Board understand the 

evidence or determine a fact in issue.  

Patent Owner further objects to ¶¶ 5–45, 50–160, 206–254, 265–316, 339–

413, and 433 of Exhibit 1015 under F.R.E. 401, 402, and 403 for including 

information that is irrelevant or whose probative value to any ground upon which 

trial was instituted is substantially outweighed by the danger of confusing the 

issues, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence. Specifically, 

the information included in these paragraphs is duplicative of information already 

presented in Exhibit 1002. Patent Owner also objects to ¶¶ 5–45, 50–160, 206–254, 

265–316, 339–413, and 433 of Exhibit 1015 under 37 C.F.R. 42.23(b) as non-

responsive to “arguments raised in the … patent owner preliminary response, 

patent owner response, or decision on institution.” 37 C.F.R. 42.23(b). 

Patent Owner further objects to the portions of Exhibit 1015 that have not 

been relied upon in support of any argument made in Petitioner’s Reply as being 

irrelevant under F.R.E. 401, 402, and 403. 

II. EXHIBITS 1017 AND 1018 

Patent Owner objects to Exhibits 1017 and 1018 under F.R.E. 401, 402, and 

403 for including information that is irrelevant or whose probative value to any 

ground upon which trial was instituted is substantially outweighed by the danger of 

unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, undue delay, wasting time, or needlessly 
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presenting cumulative evidence. For example, no portion of Exhibit 1018 is cited 

in Petitioner’s Reply. 

Respectfully submitted, 

STERNE, KESSLER, GOLDSTEIN & FOX PLLC 
 
/Richard M. Bemben/ 
 
Richard M. Bemben  
Registration No. 68,658 
Attorney for Patent Owner 

Date: May 6, 2024 

1101 K Street NW, 10th Floor 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 371-2600
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EVIDENCE PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1) was served electronically 

via e-mail on May 6, 2024, in its entirety on the following: 

Eliot D. Williams (Lead Counsel) 
Neil Sirota (Back-up Counsel) 
Mark Oda (Back-up Counsel) 

Lance Goodman (Back-up Counsel) 
BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 

eliot.williams@bakerbotts.com 
neil.sirota@bakerbotts.com 
mark.oda@bakerbotts.com 

lance.goodman@bakerbotts.com 
 

William M. Fink (Back-up Counsel) 
Benjamin Haber (Back-up Counsel) 

O’MELVENY & MYERS LLP 
tfink@omm.com 

bhaber@omm.com 
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1101 K Street NW, 10th Floor 
Washington, DC 20005 
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